AGENDA
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
CITY OF SHOREVIEW

DATE: DECEMBER 10, 2013
TIME: 7:00 PM

PLACE: SHOREVIEW CITY HALL
LOCATION: 4600 N. VICTORIA

1. CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

2. MEETING PROCESS
Brief Description of Meeting Process — Chair Steve Solomonson

3. NEW BUSINESS

A. CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT-PUBLIC HEARING
File No: 2508-13-35
Applicant: Vishal & Hollie Sookhai
Location: 1001 Island Lake Avenue

B. CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT-PUBLIC HEARING
File No: 2509-13-36
Applicant: Beth Sipe / Donna Grabowski
Location: Paulsen Addition, Including 218 Galtier Place

C. VARIANCE
File No: 2510-13-37
Applicant: Aleksander Medved & Sarah Morris
Location: 5555 Woodduck Court

D. WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY PERMIT
File No: 2502-13-29
Applicant: Verizon Wireless, LLC
Location: 5880 Lexington Avenue

E. TEXT AMENDMENT - SECTION 211.070, HOUSING CODE - PUBLIC HEARING
File No.: 2511-13-38
Applicant: City of Shoreview
Location - Citywide
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Planning Commission Meeting
December 10, 2013

5. MISCELLANEOUS

A. 2014- Commission Members Assignments - January 6th and January 21%, 2014
Proud and Ferrington

B. 2014 Planning Commission Chair & Vice Chair recommendations

C. Review of 2014 Calendar and City Council Meeting Assignment.

6. ADJOURNMENT



TO: Planning Commission
FROM: Niki Hill, Economic Development and Planning Technician
DATE: December Sth, 2013

SUBJECT: File No. 2508-13-35, Conditional Use Permit — Vishal and Hollie Sookhai
— 1001 Island Lake Avenue

INTRODUCTION

Vishal and Hollie Sookhai, submitted a conditional use permit application to construct a
252 sq foot detached accessory structure on their property at 1001 Island Lake Avenue.
On parcels less than 1 acre in size, accessory structures that have an area of 150 to 288
square feet in size are permitted if a Conditional Use Permit is granted by the City. The
intent of the conditional use permit process is to review the proposal in terms of the
Development Code standards and consistency with the Comprehensive Plan.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The property is located on the north side of Island Lake Avenue. The property is zoned
R1, Single Family Detached, as are the properties to the East, South, and West. The
property to the North is the Ramsey County owned Island Lake Golf Course.

The property is 0.62 acres, has a width of 120 feet, and a depth of 225 feet. The property
is developed with a single family home that has a foundation area of 1,140 square feet
and a 620 square foot attached garage. The house and attached garage are located 130
feet from the rear property line, and almost 60 feet from the front property line. The
applicant proposes to construct a 14 foot by 18-foot (252 square foot) accessory structure
with a peak height of just over 14 feet. The structure location will be approximately 100
feet north of the house, 10 feet from the east side lot line, and 15 feet from the rear lot
line. On lots under 1 acre, a Conditional Use Permit is required to construct anything
over 150 square feet. The applicant has submitted a building permit application for this,
and that will be reviewed administratively upon conclusion of the CUP review process.
Please see the attached plans.

DEVELOPMENT CODE

The accessory structure regulations were revised in 2006 and stricter standards were
created to ensure the compatibility of these structures with surrounding residential uses.
The maximum area permitted for a detached accessory structure is 150 square feet and
the total of all detached accessory structures is 288 square feet since there is an attached 2
plus car garage on the property. The combined area of all accessory structures cannot
exceed 90% of the dwelling unit foundation area or 1,200 square feet, whichever is more
restrictive.




Accessory structures must be setback a minimum of 5 feet from a side lot line, 10 feet
from a rear lot line, and 10 feet from any private easements. The maximum height
permitted for detached accessory structures is 18 feet as measured from the roof peak to
the lowest finished grade; however in no case shall the height of the structure exceed the
height of the dwelling unit. In addition, sidewalls cannot exceed 10 feet and interior
storage areas above the main floor cannot exceed an interior height of 6 feet.

The exterior design of the structure must be compatible with the dwelling and be similar
in appearance from an aesthetic, building material and architectural standpoint. The
proposed design, scale, height and other aspects related to the accessory structure are
evaluated to determine the impact on the surrounding area. Building permits may be
issued upon the finding that the appearance of the structure is compatible with the
structures and properties in the surrounding area and does not detract from the area. The
intent of these regulations and the City’s Comprehensive Plan’s policies is to ensure that
the residential character of the property and neighborhood is maintained and that
dwelling unit remains the primary feature and use of the property.

Conditional Use Permit

Attachment A summarizes the standards which must be met for the conditional use
permit to be granted. These standards address location, structure setbacks, screening, and
exterior design. In addition, a Conditional Use Permit can only be granted upon the
finding that the proposed use is in harmony with and conforms to the Comprehensive
Plan policies and Development Code standards.

APPLICANT’S STATEMENT

The applicant states that the detached garage will be used to store yard maintenance
equipment and outdoor furniture. See attached statement.

STAFF REVIEW

The proposal was reviewed in accordance with the standards specified in the
Development Code. The proposed accessory structure complies with the location, height,
design and setback requirements for a detached accessory structure. Existing vegetation,
size of the property and location minimize the visual impacts on adjoining properties.

The following table summarizes the proposal in terms of the Development Code
standards.




Existing | Proposed Development Code
Standard
Area
Detached 0 252 sf *150 sf
Accessory
Structures
All Accessory 620 872 sf *1,200 sf or 90% of the dwelling unit
Structures foundation area (1029.6 sq ft) —
whichever is more restrictive
Setback
Side lot line NA 10 ft 10 ft
Rear lot line NA 15 ft 10 ft
Height
Roof Peak NA 14 ft 18 ft
Sidewall 8 ft 10 ft
Exterior Design Comply with | Compatible with the residence and be
standards similar in appearance
Screening Retain Structure shall be screened from view
existing of public streets.
vegetation

*Standard may be exceeded with a Conditional Use Permit

The proposed structure complies with the City’s standards regarding setbacks, height,
exterior design and screening from adjoining properties.

In Staff’s opinion the proposed structure is also in harmony with general purpose of the
Development Code and Comprehensive Plan policies. While the proposed area of the
detached structure exceeds that which is permitted by right, the structure meets the
conditional use permit standards. The total floor area of accessory structures will be
76.4% of the dwelling unit foundation area. Staff believes that the 100 foot separation
between the structure and the house with attached garage will not visually tie the two
accessory structures together and that the dwelling unit will remain the primary feature
and use of the property.

The applicant indicated that the structure will be used for storage of seasonal yard
maintenance equipment and outside furniture storage. This use is consistent with the

residential use of the property and neighborhood.




COMMENT

Property owners within 350 of the property were notified of the application. Two
comments were received with no issues with the proposed project.

RECOMMENDATION

A Conditional Use Permit may be granted provided the proposed use is listed as a
conditional use for the district in which it is located and upon showing that the standards
and criteria of the Development Code are satisfied. The criteria for a Conditional Use
Permit includes that the use is in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the
Development Code and Comprehensive Plan and that the structure/land use conforms
with the Comprehensive Plan and are compatible with the existing neighborhood. In
staff’s opinion, these criteria are met. An accessory structure of this size is compatible
with the neighborhood provided the project adheres to the conditional use permit
standards.  Staff is recommending the Planning Commission recommend the City
Council approve the Conditional Use Permit subject to the following:

1. The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted with the
application. Any significant changes to these plans, as determined by the City
Planner, will require review and approval by the Planning Commission.

2. The exterior design and finish of the structure shall be compatible with the

dwelling.

The applicant shall obtain a building permit for the structure.

4. The structure shall be used for residential storage of yard maintenance and
outdoor furniture.

5. The structure shall not be used in any way for commercial purposes.

w

Attachments:
1. Attachment A — Conditional Use Permit, Standards for Detached Accessory Structures
2. Location Map
3. Applicant’s Statement and Submitted Plans
4. Comments
5. Motion Sheet

T:\2013 Planning Case Files\2508-13-35 1001 Island Lake Ave-Sookhai\PC Report.docx




ATTACHMENT A

(1) The accessory structure shall be located in the rear yard of the property except as
otherwise permitted by this ordinance.

(2) The accessory structure shall be setback a minimum of 10 feet from the side property
line and 10 feet from the rear property line; however, the City may require greater

setbacks to mitigate impacts on adjoining properties.

(3) For parcels 1 acre or larger in size, the lot shall have a minimum area of 1 acre above
the ordinary high water line of a lake, ponding area or wetland on the property.

(4) The accessory structure shall be screened from view of adjacent properties and public
streets through the use of landscaping, berming, fencing or a combination thereof.

(5) The structure shall comply with the standards of Section 205.082(D)(5) of this
ordinance.

Conditional Use Permit Criteria

Certain land uses are designated as a conditional use because they may not be suitable in
a particular zoning district unless conditions are attached. In those circumstances,
conditions may be imposed to protect the health, safety and welfare and to insure

harmony with the Comprehensive Plan.

In addition to the standards identified above, the City Council must find that the use
complies with the following criteria.

(1) The use is in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the Development
Ordinance.

(2) The use is in harmony with the policies of the Comprehensive Guide Plan.
(3) Certain conditions as detailed in the Development Ordinance exist.

(4) The structure and/or land use conform to the Land Use Chapter of the Comprehensive
Guide Plan and are compatible with the existing neighborhood.
















Comments:
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Comments: Sookhai Conditional Use Permit

miklinkhammer@aol.com <mlklinkhammer@aol.com> Fri, Nov 22, 2013 at 1:43 PM
To: nhill@shoreviewmn.gov
Cc: \hsookhai@yahoo.com, vhsookhai@gmail.com

Comments for the Planning Commission Public Hearing on December 10, 2013
RE: Sookhai Conditional Use Permit

We have no objections to the proposed structure. Sookhais take a lot of pride
in the appearance of their home and landscaping. We know it will be a well
built attractive structure.

Mary Lou and Roger Klinkhammer
1015 Island Lake Avenue
Shoreview, MN 55126




MOTION

MOVED BY COMMISSION MEMBER:

SECONDED BY COMMISSION MEMBER:

To recommend the City Council approve the Conditional Use Permit submitted by Vishal and Hollie Sookhai
1001 Island Lake Ave, to construct a detached accessory structure on their property, subject to the following
conditions:

1.

NN

The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted with the application. Any
significant changes to these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require review and
approval by the Planning Commission.

The exterior design and finish of the structure shall be compatible with the dwelling.

The applicant shall obtain a building permit for the structure.

The structure shall be used for residential storage of yard maintenance and outdoor furniture.

The structure shall not be used in any way for commercial purposes.

Said approval is based on the following findings of fact:

1.

2.

3.

4.

The proposed accessory structure will be maintain the residential use and character of the property
and is therefore in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the Development Ordinance.
The primary use of the property will remain residential and is in harmony with the policies of the
Comprehensive Guide Plan.

The conditional use permit standards as detailed in the Development Ordinance for residential
accessory are met.

The structure and/or land use conform to the Land Use Chapter of the Comprehensive Guide Plan
and are compatible with the existing neighborhood.

VOTE:

AYES:

NAYS:

Regular Planning Commission Meeting
December 10, 2013

T:\2013 Planning Case Files\2508-13-35 1001 Island Lake Ave-Sookhai\PC Motion.docx




TO: Planning Commission
FROM: Rob Warwick, Senior Planner
DATE: December 4, 2013

SUBJECT: File No. 2509-13-36, Grabowski/Sipes, Amendment to Conditional Use Permit,
218 Galtier Place/Paulsen Addition

Introduction and Background

Donna Grabowski, on behalf of Beth Sipe, submitted a Conditional Use Permit application to
amend the Special Use Permit issued by the City for the Paulsen Addition, including 218 Galtier
Place.

The Paulsen Addition was approved by the City, first in 1979, and again in 1982, each time with
a Special Use Permit (SUP) which was necessary at that time to allow multi-family residential
housing to be constructed. The SUP issued in 1982 (attached) includes a condition that prohibits
grading or construction within the south 30-feet of the development, so that a natural buffer
would remain to separate the development from the single-family houses to the south, along
Bridge Street.

Ms. Grabowski wishes to purchase the property at 218 Galtier Place and to install a fence
surrounding the rear yard, a construction that is prohibited by the SUP. She requests an
amendment to the SUP that will continue to prohibit grading and construction within the south
30 feet of the development, except that fences with a maximum height of 4-feet would be
allowed. The proposed fence materials would be limited to wood or brown, black or green chain
link. Galvinized, aluminized or silver finish materials will not be permitted. See her attached
statement.

Conditional Use Permit

As noted in the SUP, changes to the conditions require an amendment to the SUP. The current
Code replaced Special Use Permit with Conditional Use Permit. The criteria for review of a
Conditional Use Permit (CUP), or an amendment to an existing CUP, are that the use is in
harmony with the spirit and intent of the Development Code, consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan, that the use conforms to the Land Use Chapter of the Comprehensive Plan, and is
compatible with the existing neighborhood.

Staff Review
Comprehensive Plan
The development is designated RM, Medium Density Residential (4-8 units per acre). Nearby land

uses include low, medium, and high density residential. The Tudor Oaks Condominiums are
located to the northeast and are high density residential. Across Galtier Place to the north are the




Grabowski/Sipes, Amendment to Conditional Use Permit, 218 Galtier Place/Paulsen Addition
File No. 2509-13-36

Tudor Oaks Townhomes, also a medium density development. Directly to the south is the Hidden
Oaks plat of detached single family homes, a low density development. An excerpt from the
Planned Land Use Map is attached.

Development Code

The development is located in the R-2, Attached Residential District. Fence regulations apply in all
Residential Districts (RE, R-1, R-2, and R-3), allowing fences with a maximum height of 6-feet in a
side or rear yard, and a maximum 4-foot height in any yard abutting a street. Fences are required to
be fully located on the subject property, unless the adjoining owner allows the encroachment.

In this case, the condition of the SUP supercedes the use that is otherwise permitted by the
Development Code. ‘

Site Conditions

Staff visited the development and reviewed City files. Conditions in the rear yards of the duplex
units are similar to those observed in other residential developments throughout the City.
Lawns and gardens are maintained, and fences, trellis and arbors are present. There are several
patios and areas used for recreational fires. Mature trees are present and the lots have
maintained yards that typically extend to the south property line.

The SUP does not prohibit a fence on lots in the Paulsen Addition, except that they cannot
extend into the south 30-feet. The applicant believes that a fence running across the rear yard
limits both the size of the fenced area, but impedes access to and use of her back yard. It
appears that there is approximately 40 feet from the rear lot line to the deck on the property at
218 Galtier, and so a fence conforming to the SUP would be located about 10-feet from the
deck. See the attached annotated survey.

City records include several fence permits that have been approved within the Paulsen Addition,
including a permit for 38 feet of 6-foot high fence along the south lot line of 218 Galtier. A
fence along the rear lot line on the adjoining property to the west has also been approved. City
records for the development do not include any evidence that the SUP was recorded, or that a
Homeowners Association was ever formed. Staff surmises that homeowners of the duplex units
are unaware of the SUP. The units remain in good repair, and several units were observed
undergoing repairs and upkeep during the recent site visit.

Public Comment

The City notified property owners within 350 feet of development site of the Conditional Use
Permit application. Several comments have been received several in support, while others
express concerns about fence style and/or materials, future fence maintenance, and a potential
lack of uniformity. The submitted comments are attached.




Grabowski/Sipes, Amendment to Conditional Use Permit, 218 Galtier Place/Paulsen Addition
File No. 2509-13-36

Recommendation

The submitted plans were reviewed in accordance with the Development Code regulations,
including the review criteria for this amendment to the 1982 Special Use Permit. The proposed
use is consistent with the R-2, Attached Residential District, and complies with the City’s
Development standards. Staff believes that residential uses are by nature compatible, and that
required buffers are needed only when dissimilar uses abut. Four-foot fencing, as requested in
the amendment, is deemed compatible with residential uses throughout the City and should be
allowed for residents of this development as well. Staff suggests the Planning Commission
forward the application to the City Council with a recommendation to approve, subject to the
following conditions:

1. Conditions identified in Special Use Permit 756-79-05B shall remain in effect as enumerated
in the original SUP, with the exception of Condition No. 4, as amended.

2. The Building Official is authorized to issue a building permit for the project, upon
satisfaction of the conditions above.

Attachments:
1. Location Map
2. Applicant’s Statement
3. Annotated Lot Survey, 218 Galtier Place
4. Special Use Permit 756-79-05B
5. Excerpt from Map 4-3, Planned Land Use
6. Comments
7. Motion

T:/2013pcf//2509-13-36grabowski 218 galtier pl/pereport
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review

Shas

Special Use Permit for the Paulsen Addition

Donna Czupta <donna4animals@yahoo.com> Wed, Nov 13, 2013 at 6:23 PM
Reply-To: Donna Czupta <donna4animals @yahoo.com>
To: "rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov' <rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov>

Proposed Special Use Permit:

No grading or construction of any building will be permitted within 30 feet of
the south property line of the Paulsen Addition. The 30 foot area shall be
preserved in its natural state to serve as a buffer from the single family homes
to the south. Construction of a fence shall be permitted within this natural area
and may connect with the existing fence along the south lot line as long as it is
no more than 4 feet in height and made of wood, stained with a natural color or
chain link fencing in brown, black or dark green in color. Galvanized,
aluminized or silver finish fencing material will not be permitted.

Please contact me if you need anything else from me for this Special Use

Permit.
Donna Czupta Grabowski

https://mail.g oogle.com/mail/u/0/?ui=28&ik=d 173f652b7&iew=pt&search=inbox&msg = 14253fd87{f918fe
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November 12, 2013
Dear Mayor Sandy Martin and Council Members,

My name is Donna Czupta Grabowski, and I am interested in purchasing the
property at 218 Galtier Place in Shorview. I have 2 small dogs that have never
been tied to a stake in the yard which is why I would like to have a fence installed
in the backyard. I have discovered that no construction is allowed within 30 feet
of the south property line. T am asking for permission to install a fence on the 30
feet because putting a fence in the middle of the yard would not be esthetically
pleasing to look at from “my” back door or from any other angle.

I have learned that people in that area have installed fences. I’m not sure if they
obtained permission, but I am trying to do this the correct way. I could loose this
home in the process if the seller gets a buyer that has no interest in installing a
fence and is ready to purchase. I really like this home, the area and the yard. The
home has been quite well maintained and the yard is beautiful. I am not
financially able to buy a single family home that is in good shape and does not
require a lot of work. I can easily maintain this home on my own.

I spoke with the family that lives on the side attached to the side I want to
purchase. They have signed a paper stating that they are OK with the fence. I
have also spoken with Senator Barb Yarusoo who lives directly behind the home
I want to purchase. She and her husband, Dave, are OK with the fence. I have an
email from them stating that fact.

Paying $400.00 to the City of Shoreveiw, not knowing if I will be able to buy this
home and put in a fence is a hardship for me. I would rather be able to put that
money toward the fence. I hope that you will give all of this information some
very serious consideration, and decide in my favor. I intend to install a 4 foot
chain link fence that is brown in color. I feel it will enhance the yard and keep
my dogs safe.

Thank you for your con31derat10n in this matter.
7
L 7’/ /
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Donna Czupta Grabowskl













CITY OF SHOREVIEW

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

location of Property:

Legal Description:

Applicants

+

Property Owner:

Zoning District:

Comprehensive Plan Designation:

Special Uses Permitted

Special Conditions or Restrictions:

FILE NO: 756-79-05B

Fast of Galtier Street, South of
Galtier Place

The S 155 ft. of the W 800 ft. of
the §% of the N} of the NEL of the
NEF of Sec. 24, T 30, R 23, Ramsey
County, Minnesota, except the South
130 ft. of the W 155 ft. of said S3.

Gordie Howe

Gordie Howe Real Estate, Incorporated
4633 Hodgson Road

Shoreview, Minnesota 55112

Richard Paulsen
340 Willow Brock Drive
Mason City, Towa 50401

R-2 Single Family Residential

Medium Density Residential
{4-8 units per acre)

Construction of six double homes (12
units) in the Paulsen Addition, and
all other uses permitted in an R-2
District unless otherwise restricted
below.

1. Development of 6 double homes {12 units) as specifically noted on the
preliminary plat prepared by E.G. Rud & Sons, Incorporated, signed by
-the City Planner and dated June 8, 1979, Revised 9-13-79 and 4-30-82.

2. All consttuction shall be in compliance with &ll applicable codes and
ordinances of the City of Shoreview.




Special Use Permit
File No: 756-79-05B
Page Two

3.

10.

11.

All grading shall be done in accordance with the grading plan dated
6-30-82. .

No grading or construction will be permitted within 30 feet of the
south property line of the Paulsen Addition. This 30 foot area shall
be preserved in its natural state to serve as a buffer from the single
family homes to the south.

The applicant shall create a Homeowner's Association before any build-

ing permits are issued for the double homes. The documents - ..

creating the homeowner's association and the association's bylaws shall

be reviewed by the City Attorney prior to recording and shall include

the following:

a. The Homeowner's Association shall be responsible for the exterior
maintenance of all double hames in the plat.

b. The Homecwner's Association shall maintain all open green space in
common areas, including weed control, mowing, etc.

¢. Membership in the Homeowner's Association must be mandatory for
each owner and any successive buyer. The dues for such membership
must be established to adequately meet the expenses of maintenance
and fulfillment of all responsibilities of the Homeowner's ASsoci-
ation as set forth in this special use permit.

d. The Homeowner's Association shall not allow accessory buildings.

The developer shall provide a minimum of three various home designs
for the plat. No adjacent structures may have the same design.

The Developer shall provide black dirt and sod for the front, rear and
side vards of all lots, except the south 30 feet of the Paulsenaddition.

The driveways to the individual units shall be separated with a green
area consisting of sod and/or plantings.

Adequate house number identification shall be provided that is visible
from Galtier Place.

In the event any real property in the Paulsen Addition is conveyed in
total or in part, the buyers thereof shall be bound by the provisions
of this special use permit.

Any request for major deviation from the approved plans shall require
an amendment to the Special Use Permit.




Special Use Permit
File No: 756-79-05B
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Approved by the City Council of Shoreview, Mimmesota this / ? day of

diy~

g ¢

Date Prepared: 7/2/82
D.Rapinchuk/sva

!

1982.

APPLICANT:

PROPERTY OWNER:

“Righard Paulsen

CITY OF SHOREVIEW:
QMM

Richard A. Wedell, Mayor .

son, City Manager




Dave Yarusso

To Mebarbyarusso@gmail.com
Nov 11 at8:12 PM

Donna,

I have no objection to a chain link fence but you should plan to replace the white picket
fence currently in place along the border with our property because it is rotting away and
many of the boards have fallen off.

Dave

: or |
Barbara Yarusso
To Medaveyarusso@gmail.com
Nov 11 at 9:30 PM
Donna,

As Dave also emailed you, if you purchase the townhome behind our house, we have no
objection if you replace the existing picket fence at the back of the property with a chain
link fence.

Barb Yarusso










/%ity Council: ok o & - City of Shoreview

Sandy Martin, Mayor P ) 4600 Victoria Street North
Emy Johnson | 2 Shoreview, MN 55126
Terry Quigley 651-490-4600 phone
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November 19, 2013 [
REQUEST FOR COMMENT DEC 0 2 2013

Dear Shoreview Property Owner: BY:
Please be advised that on Tuesday, December 10, 2013 at 7:00 p.m., the Shoreview Planning Commission
will hold a Public Hearing and review an application submitted by Donna Grabowski on behalf of Beth Sipe
for property located at 218 Galtier Place and the Paulsen Addition Plat. The property is part of the Paulsen
Addition comprised of 6 duplex buildings with a total of 12 housing units, and was developed in 1979 with a
Special Use Permit. A condition of the City approval established a buffer over the south 30-feet of the
Paulsen Addition. Grading and construction are prohibited in that buffer. The applicant proposes to amend
that condition to allow construction of fences of natural colors with a maximum height of 4-feet within the
buffer area. Please see the attached location map and the applicant’s proposed amendment to the existing
Special Use Permit.

You are encouraged to fill out the bottom portion of this form and return it if you have any comments or
concerns. Your comments should be submitted by Thursday, December 5th to be included in the Planning
Commission agenda packet. Comments received after that date but before the meeting date will be
distributed at the Planning Commission meeting. You are also welcome to attend the meeting. The meeting
is held at City Hall, 4600 N. Victoria Street in the City Council Chambers.

If you would like more information or have any questions, please call me at 651-490-4681 between 8:00 a.m.

and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. You may leave a voice mail message at any time. I can also be
reached via e-mail at rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov.

lyM/

Rob arw10k
Senior Planner
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City of Shoreview
4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview, MN 55126

- City Council: 3
Sandy Martin, Mayor RS T
Emy Johnson | o5

Terry Quigley 651-490-4600 phone

Ady Wickstrom S ﬁ ‘L ew 651-490-4699 fax

Ben Withhart Ore ,‘/ ) o www shoreviewmn.gov
il«im H R \/ BV

November 19, 2013 i
REQUEST FOR COMMENT DEC 0.3 2013

B‘Y’: PP o

Dear Shoreview Property Owner:

Please be advised that on Tuesday, December 10, 2013 at 7:00 p.m., the Shoreview Planning Commission
will hold a Public Hearing and review an application submitted by Donna Grabowski on behalf of Beth Sipe
for property located at 218 Galtier Place and the Paulsen Addition Plat. The property is part of the Paulsen
Addition comprised of 6 duplex buildings with a total of 12 housing units, and was developed in 1979 with a
Special Use Permit. A condition of the City approval established a buffer over the south 30-feet of the
Paulsen Addition. Grading and construction are prohibited in that buffer. The applicant proposes to amend
that condition to allow construction of fences of natural colors with a maximum height of 4-feet within- the
buffer area. Please see the attached location map and the applicant’s proposed amendment to the existing
Special Use Permit.

You are encouraged to fill out the bottom portion of this form and return it if you have any comments or -
concerns. Your comments should be submitted by Thursday, December 5th to be included in the Planning
Commission agenda packet. Comments received after that date but before the meeting date will be
distributed at the Planning Commission meeting. You are also welcome to attend the meeting. The meetmg
is held at City Hall, 4600 N. V1ctor1a Street in the City Council Chambers.

If you would like more information or have any questions, please call me at 651-490-4681 between 8:00 a.m.
and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. You may leave a voice mail message at any time. I can also be
reached via e-mail at rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov.

Wil

Rob arw1ck
Senior Planner

Comments: -
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/City Coundil: P %03 City of Shoreview
Sandy Martin, Mayor & T3 o] 4600 Victoria Street North
3 Shoreview, MN 55126

Emy Johnson E| =
Ay i sl

Terry Quigley f : ﬁ l=——'”—’="—/.———"/ 651-490-4600 phone
Ady Wickstrom . 651-490-4699 fax
Ben Withhart Ore Vlew www.shoreviewmn.gov

November 19, 2013 o

REQUEST FOR COMMENT DEC 022013
Dear Shoreview Property Owner: L

Please be advised that on Tuesday, December 10, 2013 at 7:00 p.m., the Shoreview Planning Commission
will hold a Public Hearing and review an application submitted by Donna Grabowski on behalf of Beth Sipe
for property located at 218 Galtier Place and the Paulsen Addition Plat. The property is part of the Paulsen
Addition comprised of 6 duplex buildings with a total of 12 housing units, and was developed in 1979 with a
Special Use Permit. A condition of the City approval established a buffer over the south 30-feet of the
Paulsen Addition. Grading and construction are prohibited in that buffer. The applicant proposes to amend
that condition to allow construction of fences of natural colors with a maximum height of 4-feet within the
buffer area. Please see the attached location map and the applicant’s proposed amendment to the existing

Special Use Permit.

You are encouraged to fill out the bottom portion of this form and return it if you have any comments or
concerns. Your comments should be submitted by Thursday, December 5th to be included in the Planning
Commission agenda packet. Comments received after that date but before the meeting date will be
distributed at the Planning Commission meeting. You are also welcome to attend the meeting, The meeting
is held at City Hall, 4600 N. Victoria Street in the City Council Chambers.

If you would like more information or have any questions, please call me at 651-490-4681 between 8:00 a.m.
and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. You may leave a voice mail message at any time. I can also be
reached via e-mail at rwarwick@shoreviewmn. gov.

lRob arwick / ' ?é‘&ﬁﬂﬂo
e

Senior Planner
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~ City Council:

7
City of Shoreview
4600 Victoria Street North
Shoreview, MN 55126
651-490-4600 phone

Terry Quigley . — :
Ady Wickstrom S ﬁ ‘L eW 651-490-4699 fax
Ben Withhart OTeV www.shoreviewmn.gov

RECEIVED
REQUEST FOR COMMENT DEC 02 2013

Sandy Martin, Mayor
Emy Johnson

November 19, 2013

Dear Shoreview Property Owner:

Please be advised that on Tuesday, December 10, 2013 at 7:00 p.m., the Shoreview Planning Commission
will hold a Public Hearing and review an application submitted by Donna Grabowski on behalf of Beth Sipe
for property located at 218 Galtier Place and the Paulsen Addition Plat. The property is part of the Paulsen
Addition comprised of 6 duplex buildings with a total of 12 housing units, and was developed in 1979 with a
Special Use Permit. A condition of the City approval established a buffer over the south 30-feet of the
Paulsen Addition. Grading and -construction are prohibited in that buffer. The applicant proposes to amend
that condition to allow construction of fences of natural colors with a maximum height of 4-feet within the
buffer area. Please see the attached location map and the applicant’s proposed amendment to the existing
Special Use Permit.

You are encouraged to fill out the bottom portion of this form and return it if you have any comments or
concerns. Your comments should be submitted by Thursday, December Sth to be included in the Planning
Commission agenda packet. Comments received after that date but before the meeting date will be
distributed at the Planning Commission meeting. You are also welcome to attend the meeting. The meeting
is held at City Hall, 4600 N. Victoria Street in the City Council Chambers.

If you would like more information or have any questions, please call me at 651-490-4681 between 8:00 a.m.
and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. You may leave a voice mail message at any time. I can also be
reached via e-mail at rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov.

Rob Warwick
Senior Planner

Comments:
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12/313 Shorevewmn.gov Mail - Fwd: Townhouses behind Bridge Street near Snail Lake School

Shze

Fwd: Townhouses behind Bridge Street near Snail Lake School

Kathleen Castle <kcastle@shoreviewmn.gov> Mon, Dec 2, 2013 at 7:35 PM
To: "WARWICK, ROBERT" <rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov>

Please respond. Thanks.

Kathleen Castle

City Planner

City of Shoreview
651-490-4682
kcastle@shoreviewmn.gov

— Forwarded message ————-

From: Tom Simonson <tsimonson@shoreviewmn.gov>

Date: Mon, Dec 2, 2013 at 6:59 PM

Subject: Re: Townhouses behind Bridge Street near Snail Lake School

To: Laura Miller <LauraRoseMiller@comcast.net>

Cc: Kathleen Castle <kcastle@shoreviewmn.gow>

Hello Laura -

I have asked our City Planner Kathleen Castle to respond to your questions and am forwarding this email to her.
Regards,

Tom Simonson

On Mon, Dec 2, 2013 at 6:50 PM, Laura Miller <LauraRoseMiller@comcast.net> wrote:
Hello,

We live af:
223 Bridge Street in Shoreview

We recently rec’d correspondence about a neighbor behind us and down a few doors, in a
townhouse, who wishes to put up a fence. We are fine with this.

However, it was brought to our attention that the townhouses behind us are to have a 30" wild
area buffer from the back of their lot line fowards their townhome. Apparently this went into effect
in 1979. Can you confirm this, or tell me what the correct ordinance is2 Is it no longer in affect2 The
people behind us have yards they move all the way to the fence, fire pits, etc.

Thank you,

https://mail.g oogle.com/mail/uf0/?ui=28ik=d173f652b7 &view= pt&search=inbox&msg =142b61849fd79596 12




City Council: City of Shoreview

Sandy Martin, Mayor Ry Y ” 4600 Victoria Street North -

Emy Johnson Shoreview, MN 55126

Terry Quigley o, T 651-490-4600 phone

—t el S

Ady Wickstrom D 651-490-4699 fax

Ben Withhart SHOYQVI eW www.shoreviewmn.gov

November 19, 2013 Y “RIVED
REQUEST FOR COMMENT DEC 05 2013

Dear Shoreview Propety Owner:

Please be advised that on Tuesday, December 10, 2013 at 7:00 p.m., the Shoreview Planning Commission will hold
a Public Hearing and review on application submitted by Donna Grabowski on behalf of Beth Sipe for property
located at 218 Galtier Place and the Paulsen Addition Plat. The propety is part of the Paulsen Addition comprised of 6
duplex buildings with a total of 1 2 housing units, and was developed in 1 9 79 with Special Use Permit. A condition
of the City approval established a buffer over the south 30-feet of the Paulsen Addition. Grading and consruction are
prohibited in that buffer. The applicant proposes to amend that condition to allow construction of fences of natural
colors with a maximum height of 4-feet within the buffer area. Please see the attached location map and the applicant'
s proposed amendment to the existing Special Use Permit.

You are encouraged to fill out the bottom portion of this form and return it if you have any comments or concems.
Your comments should be submitted by Thursday, December 5th to be included in the Planning Commission agenda
packet. Comments received after that date but before the meeting date will be distributed at the Plannin Commission
meeting. You're also welcome to attend the meeting. The meeting is held at City Hall, 4600 N. Victoria Street in the
City Council Chambers.

If you would like more information or have any questions, please call me at 65 1-490-468 1 between 8:00 a.m. and
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. You may leave a voice mail message at ay time. I can also be reached via e-mail at
rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov.

S il

Rob Warwick
Senior Planner
Comments:

The proposed changes to the special use permit that was issued in 1979 for the Paulsen addition seem to be an after
thought to the activities that have already taken place within the 12 lots comprising the Paulsen addition.

The maijority of the lots have graded and or built or removed the natural barrier of trees and undergrowth. While we
do not want to impinge the property owners right to build we guestion what enforcement has been taken since 1979
to comply with the special use permit. The property requesting the change is already graded to the rear property
line lacking any natural buffer. Properties west have in the same way graded, removed existing growth and have
built structures. In the 22 vears we have lived south of the Paulsen addition this is the first time we have been
notified of any proposed changes. However our experience has been that when we have contacted the City Planning
Department regarding infringement of the buffer area we were told that it would be difficult to enforce.

If the special use permit change is granted we would suggest that a stipulation be added requiring all twelve
properties in the Paulsen addition to: :
1. Have consistent construction of the fences in the form of wood only with a natural, brown or dark green
color and not be connected to any fences or structures of properties to the south, and
2. Vegetation such as a hedge that grows to a minimum height of six feet south of the fence but north of the
property line be planted to restore at minimum a natural buffer within 10 feet of the property line.

Name: Chris & Barb Glasoe

Address: 237 Bridge St.. Shoreview, MN
Name: Phil Kimball

Address: 245 Bridge St., Shoreview, MN
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MOTION

MOVED BY COMMISSION MEMBER:

SECONDED BY COMMISSION MEMBER:

To recommend the City Council approve the Conditional Use Permit amendment to Special Use Permit 756-
79-05B for the Paulsen Addition, submitted by Donna Grabowski. This approval amends Condition No. 4 of
the SUP to read as follows:

No grading or construction of any building will be permitted within 30 feet of the south property line of
the Paulsen Addition. The 30 foot area shall be preserved in its natural state to serve as a buffer from the
single family homes to the south. Construction of a fence shall be permitted within this natural area and
may connect with the existing fence along the south lot line as long as it is no more than 4 feet in height
and made of wood, stained with a natural color or chain link fencing in brown, black or dark green in
color. Galvanized, aluminized or silver finish fencing material will not be permitted.

This approval is subject to the following conditions:

1. Conditions identified in Special Use Permit 756-79-05B shall remain in effect as enumerated in the
original SUP, with the exception of Condition No. 4, as amended.

2. The Building Official is authorized to issue a building permit for the project, upon satisfaction of the
conditions above.

Said approval is based on the following findings of fact:
1. The proposed fencing will be maintain the residential use and character of the property and is
therefore in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the Development Ordinance.
2. The primary use of the development will remain residential and is in harmony with the policies of
the Comprehensive Guide Plan.
3. The use conforms to the Land Use Chapter of the Comprehensive Guide Plan and is compatible
with the existing neighborhood.
VOTE:
AYES:
NAYS:

Regular Planning Commission Meeting
December 10, 2013

T:\2013 Planning Case Files\2509-13-36 218 Galtier P1 - Sipe-Grabowski\PC Motion.docx




TO: Planning Commission
FROM: Nicole Hill, Economic Development and Planning Technician
DATE: December 6, 2013

SUBJECT: File No. 2510-13-37; Request for Variances in the Side Setback and Maximum
Allowable Accessory Structure Size, Aleksander Medved —5555 Wood Duck Court

INTRODUCTION

Aleksander Medved has submitted variance applications for the property at 5555 Wood Duck Court.
The Variance application requests a reduction to the City standards pertaining to side setback, to 10
feet, and an increase in the allowable size for an accessory structure from 288 square feet to 416
square feet and to exceed the maximum area permitted for all accessory structures. A variance from
the development code standards can be granted provided practical difficulty is present.

BACKGROUND AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The property is currently being used for single-family residential purposes. The property is located
on the northwest corner of the intersection of Wood Duck Court and Lepak Court. The parcel is .35
acres, has a lot area of 15,246 square feet, a lot width of 92.48 feet, and a lot depth of 164.87 feet.
Site improvements include the existing home, an attached two-car garage, driveway, and sidewalk
areas. The topography of the property is generally level. Adjacent land uses include single-family
residential to the north and east, TCAAP marshland to the south across County Road I, and storm
water drainage/open space to the west.

The property is developed with a single family home that has a foundation area of 1484 square feet
and the attached garage has 816 square feet. An existing 237 square foot concrete slab is located 10
feet from the side property line to the south and 20 feet west of the house. The applicants purchased
the house in January 2013, and during the summer constructed a shed using the existing slab as a
foundation for a 237 sq ft fully enclosed shed, with roofed area of 416 sq feet. The additional 179
square feet of covered area is open to serve as a sheltered play area. The design is intended to
complement the architectural design of their home. Please see the attached plans. A building permit
was not obtained, and the City issued a stop work order after receiving a complaint. The applicants
were not aware that a permit was needed.

DEVELOPMENT CODE

The accessory structure regulations were revised in 2006 and standards were adopted to ensure the
compatibility of these structures with surrounding residential uses. The maximum area permitted for
a detached accessory structure is 150 square feet since there is an attached garage that accommodates
more than 2 cars on the property. The combined area of all accessory structures cannot exceed 90%
of the dwelling unit foundation area or 1,200 square feet, whichever is more restrictive.

Accessory structures must be setback a minimum of 5 feet from a side lot line and 10 feet from a rear
lot line and, in cases where they are adjacent to a public right of way, the required structure setback is



5555 Wood Duck Ct - Medved
File No.2510-13-37
Page 2

the setback of the existing house. The maximum height permitted for detached accessory structures is
18 feet measured from the roof peak to the lowest finished grade; however in no case shall the height
of the structure exceed the height of the dwelling unit. In addition, sidewall height cannot exceed 10
feet and interior storage areas above the main floor cannot exceed a height of 6 feet.

The exterior design of the structure must be compatible with the dwelling and be similar in
appearance from an aesthetic, building material and architectural standpoint. The proposed design,
scale, height and other aspects related to the accessory structure are evaluated to determine the impact
on the surrounding area. Building permits may be issued upon the finding that the appearance of the
structure is compatible with the structures and properties in the surrounding area and does not detract
from the area. The intent of these regulations and the City’s Comprehensive Plan’s policies is to
ensure that the residential character of the property and neighborhood is maintained and that dwelling
unit remains the primary feature and use of the property.

STAFF REVIEW

By utilizing the existing slab for the detached accessory structure, it encroaches upon the minimum
setback required from a street. The enclosed portion would be permitted by a Conditional Use Permit
(CUP) but the total foundation area of the structure size exceeds that which is permitted and, therefore a
variance is requested, and if approved a CUP will not be necessary. See the table below.

Existing | Proposed | Proposed Development Code
Enclosed | Total Standard
Area
Detached Accessory | O sf 237** sf 416 *sf 288 sf
Structure
1,200 sf or 90% of the dwelling unit
All Accessory 816 sf 1053 sf 1,232* sf foundation area (1335.6 sf) -
Structures whichever is more restrictive
Setback - side lot | N/A 10 ft 10 ft* Adjacent to right of way; same
line setback as existing house (30.2
feet).
Height
Roof Peak N/A 17.5ft 175 ft 18 ft
Sidewall 8 ft 10 ft
Interior Storage N/A 751t 751t 6 ft
Area
Exterior Design N/A Match Match Compatible with the residence and
existing existing be similar in appearance
Screening Retain Retain Structure shall be screened from
existing existing view of public streets and adjoining
vegetation | vegetation properties  with landscaping,
berming or fencing

* = Variance requested
** = Allowable with a Conditional Use Permit




5555 Wood Duck Ct - Medved
File No.2510-13-37
Page 3

The applicants had not obtained a building permit prior to construction of the shed and therefore built an
interior storage area of 7.5 feet in height. This height must be modified to 6 feet to comply with
Development Code regulations. When the building permit plans are reviewed, plans must be submitted
that show how the modifications will be made.

When considering a variance request, the Commission must determine whether the ordinance causes the
property owner practical difficulty and find that granting the variances is in keeping with the spirit and
intent of the ordinance. The following summarizes staff’s review of the proposal based on the practical
difficulty criteria:

Reasonable Manner. The applicants’ proposal to construct an accessory structure utilizing the
existing slab is reasonable. The re-use of the slab will minimize site disturbance. The retained
vegetation that exists along the southern lot line screens the shed from view from the street and trail.

Unique Circumstances. Staff agrees that the size and location of the existing slab are unique
circumstances which were not created by the property owner. The existing slab is located 10 feet
from the side (south) property line and adjacent to a public Right of Way. County Road | was
relocated further south in 2004 and Lepak Court was created, leaving an expanded Right of Way
along the south side of the property. The right of way is currently developed with a trail and storm
pond located between the property and County Road 1. The shed is over 80 feet away to the nearest
point in Lepak Court, over 150 feet away at its nearest point to County Road I, and more than 20 feet
from the trail. The area between the shed and the trail is heavily landscaped, minimizing visibility of
the shed when viewed from the street or trail. Placement of a new concrete foundation elsewhere on
the property would result in site disturbance and increase the impervious surface coverage. An
existing in ground sprinkler system is also present which would be impacted.

The applicant used the existing slab for the enclosed structure and extended the roof further over the
grass for a covered play area. The 237 sqg ft enclosed structure itself could be permitted with a
conditional use permit, but a variance is needed for the area of roof coverage. The foundation area
of the structure is defined as That portion of the lot covered with roofed structures generally
measured to the foundation or footings. The unenclosed area will have grass below, not a foundation
or deck. In staff’s opinion, additional square footage of the unenclosed portion of the structure,
which would be used for a play area and not outside storage, is reasonable. City code treats
unenclosed porches differently than enclosed porches and this is of similar use.

Character of Neighborhood. The variance will not alter the character of the neighborhood. The
proposed structure will complement the architectural design of the home and will the property with added
storage and a sheltered play area for their young child.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Property owners within 350 feet were notified of the applicant’s request. One comment was received
with no objection to the request.



5555 Wood Duck Ct - Medved
File No.2510-13-37

Page 4

STAFEF RECOMMENDATION

In Staff’s opinion, practical difficulty is present for the variance. The applicant is proposing to use the
property in a reasonable manner and the shed design does not have an adverse impact. The location of
the existing slab and its proximity to the right of way are unique circumstances. Last, the character of the
neighborhood will not be altered as a result of this variance request. Staff is recommending the Planning
Commission adopt Resolution 13-111 approving the variance subject to the following:

1.
2.

3.

7.
8.
9.

The unenclosed play area will not be used for outside storage.

The unenclosed area will remain open. No wall system that consists of substantially of screens,
windows, and/or doors may be permitted.

The interior storage area above the main floor will be modified to comply with development code
standards. Plans must be submitted showing how the proposed modification will be made.

The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted with the applications. Any
significant changes to these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require review and
approval by the Planning Commission.

The exterior design and finish of the addition shall be consistent with and complement the home
on the property.

The existing vegetation along that portion of the south side property line adjacent to the proposed
structure must remain and be maintained.

The applicant shall obtain a building permit for the structure.

The structure shall be used for the personal storage of household and lawn equipment.

The structure shall not be used in any way for commercial purposes.

Attachments

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)

Location Map

Site Aerial Photo

Submitted Statement and Plans
Response to Request for Comment
Resolution 13-111

Motion
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5555 Wood Duck Court
Shoreview, MN 55126

Background of Request
Homeowners request a variance (or, in the alternative, a Conditional Use Permit) for an
accessory shed in the rear yard of the property located at 5555 Wood Duck Ct. The shed
will be used for storage of lawn and garden equipment, tools, and other items (e.g., large
outdoor children’s toys). Prior to construction of the shed, there were no detached
accessory structures on the property. The previous owners stored items outside. The
shed is constructed on a concrete slab that existed for several years prior to the present
homeowners’ purchase of the property. The roof of the shed extends over the footprint of
the existing concrete slab on two sides, supported by a series of posts. The area under
this extending roof is intended as a covered play area for the homeowners’ children, in
lieu of a separate play structure.

The area of the shed foundation on the existing concrete slab is 237 ft*. If the area up to
the posts is taken into account, the total area is 416 ft*.. The shed has 8 ft side walls and
maximum height of 17.5 ft, which is below the height allowed by ordinance, and well
below the >30 ft maximum height of the primary residence.

There are no neighboring residences to the west or south of the property. The south
border is spaced a fair distance from County Road I, and is opposite the open marshland
of the TCAAP. The only adjacent neighbor is to the north. There is a 6 ft. privacy fence
on the north border of the property. The south border of the property is screened by a 145
ft landscape bed of trees and shrubs, within which a 60 ft bank of closely-planted
evergreen trees (approximately 19 ft tall) screens the area adjacent the shed. The
landscaping almost entirely screens the shed from view from the south in the winter, and
entirely screens the view in the summer. Two large willow trees on the southwest corner
of the property entirely screen the shed from view from the west. Therefore, the shed is
generally not visible from either County Road I or Lepak Court.

The shed is designed to complement the residence, including matching architectural
shingles on the roof. The roof pitch matches the roof pitch of the primary residence.

Homeowners believe the present request is consistent with objectives (A)-(L) of City
Code Section 201.010, and also with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

Homeowners address the remaining City criteria below:




Practical Difficulties
(The application for a variance shall establish that there are practical difficulties in
complying with the provisions of the Shoreview Development Regulations.)

(i) Reasonable Manner. The property owner proposes to use the property in a
reasonable manner not permitted by the Shoreview Development Regulations. The
shed will be used for storage of lawn and garden equipment, tools, and other items
(e.g., large outdoor children’s toys). A portion of the shed exterior will be a covered
play area for the homeowners’ children. These uses are reasonable and consistent
with a residential purpose.

(ii) Unique Circumstances. The plight of the property owner is due to circumstances
unique to the property not created by the property owner. A preexisting concrete slab
on the property dictated the size and location of the shed. Homeowners note that
placement of a shed elsewhere in the rear yard (for example, along the north border)
would have required construction of a separate foundation. Homeowner is concerned
that a separate foundation may have increased the impervious surface of the property
beyond City requirements, which would have required costly removal of the
preexisting slab. Additionally, piping for an extensive in-ground sprinkler system
was already routed around the preexisting concrete slab, such that no alterations were
necessary. Further, a shed located along the north or west borders would be in view
from County Road I and also in the sight line of the adjacent property to the north.
Homeowners also note that the primary foundation of the shed is within the size limit
for a Conditional Use Permit, and in itself would not require a variance.

(iii) Character of Neighborhood. The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential
character of the neighborhood. The shed is of quality architecture and construction
and is designed to be compatible with the primary residence. The shed siding and
trim is painted to match the colors of the primary residence. The roofing material
matches the primary residence. The shed is generally not visible from the
surrounding neighborhood, such that the look and feel of the property is not altered.
Although the shed can be seen from a four-season porch on the adjacent property to
the north when looking south across homeowners’ property, the shed is not visible
from any other residence in the neighborhood. Homeowners have discussed
construction of the shed with surrounding neighbors, and no concerns have been
expressed. Homeowners will continue attempts to contact all residents on Wood
Duck Ct.

Economic Consideration
As noted above, Homeowners believe construction of the shed elsewhere would have
required costly removal of the preexisting concrete slab and excavation and rerouting of
an existing in-ground sprinkler system. Homeowners also note that the shed has been
painstakingly constructed at considerable expense. Homeowners understand that this
could have been avoided had a permit been sought before construction, and
wholeheartedly apologize for failing to do so. Nevertheless, alteration, movement, or
removal of the shed at this point would result in substantial financial hardship for
Homeowners.




Other Ordinance Requirements
Floodplain. The floodplain elevation at 5555 Wood Duck is at 893 ft. The elevation of
the lowest point of the shed (the post at the southwest corner) is 894 ft, or 1 ft above the
floodplain.

Setbacks. The shed is set back 107 ft from Wood Duck Ct, 86 ft from Lepak Ct, and 144
ft from County Road I. The shed is set back 10 ft from the south property line.
Homeowners therefore believe that all setback requirements have been complied with.

Sidewalls. The shed has 8 ft sidewalls, which is 2 ft. less than the 10 ft maximum.

Overall height. The overall height of the shed is 17.5 ft, which is less than the 18 ft
maximum.

Storage loft. The interior height of the shed’s storage loft is 7.25 ft at its peak, which
exceeds the 6 ft maximum. The height is determined by the steep 12/12 roof pitch, which
is constructed to match the roof pitch of the primary residence. If necessary,
Homeowners can reduce the interior height to 6 ft.

Maximum area for detached accessory structures. The foundation area of the dwelling is
2300 ft2. Therefore, the maximum possible area for detached structures is the lesser of
75% of 2300 ft* (1725 %) or 750 ft*. The area of the shed is within these requirements.
There are no other detached structures on the property.

Finished floor. The shed floor is a concrete slab that existed prior to the current
homeowners.
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FIGURE 5 — VIEW 1 FROM WEST (COUNTY ROAD |
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FIGURE 7 — VIEW FROM SOUTH (COUNTY ROAD | AND LEPAK CT)
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FIGURE 8 — VIEW FROM SOUTHEAST (WOOD DUCK CT AND
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FIGURE 10 — SIGHT LINE FROM NORTH
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5555 Wood Duck Court
Shoreview, MN 55126

Response to Notice of Incomplete Application

In a letter dated November 18, 2013, the City indicated that the application for a variance
was incomplete for the following reason:

A variance request for the sideyard setbacl. Section 205,082 (D)(2) States {hat side
yard setback shall be a minimum of ten (10) feet except that side yards adjoining a street
right-of-way shall be treated as a front yard for purposes of setback requirements, Front
yards require a setback of at least 25 feet but in no event more than 40. In this case it
‘would be the same sideyard setback as the house from the south lot line.

In response, Homeowners supplement the initial request for a variance submitted on
November 12, 2013 with this request for an additional variance for the sideyard setback
requirements of Section 205.082 (D)(2).

As in the, initial request, Homeowners believe the present supplemental request is
consistent with objectives (A)-(L) of City Code Section 201.010, and also with the City’s
Comprehensive Plan.

In the initial request, Homeowners provided several reasons why the remaining City
criteria (i.e. “Practical Difficulties”) were met. Many of the same reasons apply equally
to this request, and may or may not be repeated here. Homeowners provide additional
reasons below:

Practical Difficulties
(The application for a variance shall establish that there are practical difficulties in
complying with the provisions of the Shoreview Development Regulations.)

(i) Reasonable Manner. The property owner proposes to use the property in a
reasonable manner not permitted by the Shoreview Development Regulations. The
shed will be used for storage of lawn and garden equipment, tools, and other items
(e.g., large outdoor children’s toys). A portion of the shed exterior will be a covered
play area for the homeowners’ children. These uses are reasonable and consistent
with a residential purpose.

(ii) Unique Circumstances. The plight of the property owner is due to circumstances
unique to the property not created by the property owner. The location of the
existing slab is a unique circumstance that was not created by the property owner.
The slab is currently located 10 feet from the property boundary and the structure will
not encroach nearer than the slab. Homeowners again note that placement of a shed
elsewhere in the rear yard would have required substantial site disturbance to
facilitate removal of the existing slab and construction of a separate foundation (and
excavation and rerouting of an extensive in-ground sprinkler system).




(iii) Character of Neighborhood. The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential
character of the neighborhood. When the primary residence was originally built
(~1990), County Road I was directly adjacent the south border of the property. At
that time, the existing slab was located approximately 35 ft north of County Road I.
However, several years ago, County Road I was re-routed to the south, with the result
that the existing slab was located over 190 ft north of County Road I, and over 115 ft
north of the newly created LePak Court. Since removal of the roadway, the right of
way adjacent to the south border has been used instead for other purposes (e.g., a trail
and storm-water pond). Therefore, traffic in the neighborhood does not pass close to
the shed, and the essential character of the neighborhood is not altered due to its
present location. Moreover, as noted above, re-use of the existing slab minimizes site
disturbance in the neighborhood. The smaller setback is therefore justified.

Economic Consideration
As previously noted, Homeowners believe construction of the shed elsewhere would have
required costly removal of the preexisting concrete slab and excavation and rerouting of
an existing in-ground sprinkler system.




Shoreview
5555 Wood Duck Court

Karen Engen <kengen@practicemn.com> Mon, Nov 25, 2013 at 9:49 AM
To: "nhill@shoreviewmn.gov' <nhill@shoreviewmn.gov>

Will and Karen Engen have no objections for this but isn't it already there?

Karen Engen
612.669.7173

FAX 651.490.7797
5580 Wood Duck Court

Shoreview, MN 55126

NOTICE: This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and covered by the electronic
Communications Privacy Act and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are
addressed. Any PHI (Protected Health Information) contained in this email is HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL. It is to be
used only to aid in providing specific healthcare services to this patient. Any other use is a violation of Federal
Law (HIPAA) and will be reported as such. If you are not the intended recipient or the individual responsible for
delivering the e-mail to the intended recipient, please be advised that you have received this e-mail in error and
that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you have

received this e-mail in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete it. Thank you




EXTRACT OF MINUTES OF MEETING OF THE
PLANNING COMMISSION OF SHOREVIEW, MINNESOTA
HELD DECEMBER 10, 2013

* * * * * * * * * * * * *

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of
Shoreview, Minnesota was duly called and held at the Shoreview City Hall in said City at 7:00
PM.

The following members were present:

And the following members were absent:

Member introduced the following resolution and moved its adoption.

RESOLUTION NO. 13-111 FOR A VARIANCE TO REDUCE SIDE YARD SETBACK
AND INCREASE THE MAXIMUM ACCESSORY STRUCTURE SQUARE FOOTAGE

WHEREAS, Aleksander Medved, submitted a variance application for the following described
property:

Lot 1, Block 1, MEADOW POND ADDITION, Ramsey County, Minnesota
(commonly known as 5555 Wood Duck Court)

WHEREAS, the Development Regulations establishes a minimum building setback for an
accessory structure to that of the house for a a side property line adjacent to a Right of Way; and

WHEREAS, the Development Regulations establishes a maximum accessory structure square
footage for an accessory structure; and

WHEREAS, the applicants are proposing to retain the existing foundation; and

WHEREAS, the existing foundation is setback 10” from the southern side property line; and



Resolution 13-111
Page 2 of 4

WHEREAS, the applicant has requested a variance to utilize this foundation and retain the 10’
setback for the construction of a new detached accessory; and

WHEREAS, the applicant has requested a variance to exceed the maximum accessory structure
square footage for a 416 square foot accessory structure; and

WHEREAS, the Shoreview Planning Commission is authorized by State Law and the City of
Shoreview Development Regulations to make final decisions on variance requests.

WHEREAS, on December 10, 2013 the Shoreview Planning Commission made the following
findings of fact:

1. Reasonable Manner. The property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable
manner not permitted by the Shoreview Development Regulations.

The applicants’ proposal to construct an accessory structure utilizing the existing foundation
is reasonable. The re-use of the slab will minimize site disturbance and permit the applicants
to retain the vegetation that exists along the southern lot line.

2. Unique Circumstances. The plight of the property owner is due to circumstances unique to
the property not created by the property owner.

The size and location of the existing slab are unique circumstances which were not created
by the property owner. The existing slab is located 10 feet from the side (south) property line
and adjacent to a public Right of Way. County Road | was relocated further south in 2004
and Lepak Court was created, leaving an expanded Right of Way along the south side of the
property. The right of way is currently developed with a trail and storm pond located between
the property and County Road I. The shed is over 80 feet away to the nearest point in Lepak
Court, over 150 feet away at its nearest point to County Road I, and more than 20 feet from
the trail. The area between the shed and the trail is heavily landscaped, minimizing visibility
of the shed when viewed from the street or trail. Placement of a new concrete foundation
elsewhere on the property would result in site disturbance and increase the impervious
surface coverage. An existing in ground sprinkler system is also present which would be
impacted.

The applicant used the existing slab for the enclosed structure and extended the roof further
over the grass for a covered play area. The 237 sq ft enclosed structure itself could be
permitted with a conditional use permit, but a variance is needed for the area of roof
coverage. The foundation area of the structure is defined as That portion of the lot covered
with roofed structures generally measured to the foundation or footings. The unenclosed
area will have grass below, not a foundation or deck. In staff’s opinion, additional square
footage of the unenclosed portion of the structure, which would be used for a play area and
not outside storage, is reasonable. City code treats unenclosed porches differently than
enclosed porches and this is of similar use.



Resolution 13-111
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3. Character of Neighborhood. The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character
of the neighborhood.

The variance will not alter the character of the neighborhood. The proposed structure will
complement the architectural design of the home and will improve the appearance of the
property with added storage.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SHOREVIEW PLANNING
COMMISSION, that the variance request for property described above, 5555 Wood Duck Court,
be approved, subject to the following conditions:

1.
2.

3.

7.
8.
9.

The unenclosed play area will not be used for outside storage.

The unenclosed area will remain open. No wall system that consists of substantially of
screens, windows, and/or doors may be permitted.

The interior storage area above the main floor will be modified to comply with development
code standards. Plans must be submitted showing how the proposed modification will be
made.

The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted with the applications.
Any significant changes to these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require
review and approval by the Planning Commission.

The exterior design and finish of the addition shall be consistent with and complement the
home on the property.

The existing vegetation along that portion of the south side property line adjacent to the
proposed structure must remain and be maintained.

The applicant shall obtain a building permit for the structure.

The structure shall be used for the personal storage of household and lawn equipment.

The structure shall not be used in any way for commercial purposes.

The motion was duly seconded by Member and upon a vote being
taken thereon, the following voted in favor thereof:

And the following voted against the same:

Adopted this 10th day of December, 2013

Steve Solomonson, Chair
Shoreview Planning Commission

ATTEST:

Kathleen Castle, City Planner

ACCEPTANCE OF CONDITIONS:

Aleksander Medved, 5555 Wood Duck Court
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STATE OF MINNESOTA)

)
COUNTY OF RAMSEY )

CITY OF SHOREVIEW ;

I, the undersigned, being the duly qualified and acting Manager of the City of Shoreview
of Ramsey County, Minnesota, do hereby certify that | have carefully compared the attached and
foregoing extract of minutes of a meeting of said City of Shoreview Planning Commission held
on the 10™ day of December, 2013 with the original thereof on file in my office and the same is a

full, true and complete transcript therefrom insofar as the same relates to adopting Resolution 13-

111.

WITNESS MY HAND officially as such Manager and the corporate seal of the City of

Shoreview, Minnesota, this 10" day of December, 2013.

Terry C. Schwerm
City Manager

SEAL

T:\2013 Planning Case Files\2510-13-37 5555 Wood Duck-Medved-Morris\RES13-111.docx



MOTION

MOVED BY COMMISSION MEMBER:

SECONDED BY COMMISSION MEMBER:

To adopt Resolution 13-111 approving a Variance to reduce the side yard setback to 10 ft and increase the
allowable accessory structure square footage on the property at 5555 Wood Duck Court, subject to the
following conditions:

1.
2.

3.

®

The unenclosed play area will not be used for outside storage.

The unenclosed area will remain open. No wall system that consists of substantially of screens,
windows, and/or doors may be permitted.

The interior storage area above the main floor will be modified to comply with development code
standards. Plans must be submitted showing how the proposed modification will be made.

The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted with the applications. Any
significant changes to these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require review and approval
by the Planning Commission.

The exterior design and finish of the addition shall be consistent with and complement the home on
the property.

The existing vegetation along that portion of the south side property line adjacent to the proposed
structure must remain and be maintained.

The applicant shall obtain a building permit for the structure.

The structure shall be used for the personal storage of household and lawn equipment.

The structure shall not be used in any way for commercial purposes.

Said approval is based on the following findings of fact:

1.

2.

3.

4.

The proposed accessory structure will be maintain the residential use and character of the property
and is therefore in harmony with the general purposes and intent of the Development Ordinance.
The primary use of the property will remain residential and is in harmony with the policies of the
Comprehensive Guide Plan.

The conditional use permit standards as detailed in the Development Ordinance for residential
accessory are met.

The structure and/or land use conform to the Land Use Chapter of the Comprehensive Guide Plan
and are compatible with the existing neighborhood.

VOTE:

AYES:

NAYS:

Regular Planning Commission Meeting
December 10, 2013

T:\2013 Planning Case Files\2510-13-37 5555 Wood Duck-Medved-Morris\PC Motion.docx



TO: PLANNING COMMISSION
FROM: Rob Warwick, Senior Planner
DATE: December 4, 2013

SUBJECT: WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY PERMIT APPLICATION,
VERIZON WIRELESS LLC, 5880 LEXINGTON AVENUE

Introduction

Faulk and Foster Real Estate Services, Inc., on behalf of Verizon Wireless LLC, has submitted
an application for a Wireless Telecommunications Facility (WTF) Permit to permit the
collocation of a wireless telecommunications facility at the existing City water tower located at
5880 Lexington Avenue. The permit will allow the installation of antennas on the water tower
and an equipment shelter.

Currently, Sprint, T-Mobile and Clearwire have wireless facilities at this site. The Verizon
antennas will be attached 140 feet above ground level, approximately the same elevation as the
existing Sprint antennas. Concurrent with consideration of the WTF permit, the City Council
will consider approval of a ground lease for a 20 by 40 foot area near the center of the existing
fenced area. A 12 by 30 foot pre-fabricated equipment shelter will be located in this leased area.
The shelter will house Verizon equipment cabinets and an emergency generator to provide back-
up electricity in the event of a power outage. The application was complete on November 6,
2013.

Development Code Requirements - Wireless Telecommunications Facility Permit

The Development Code requirements include review and recommendation of the Planning
Commission to the City Council, prior to any approval the permit request. The review is based
on specified standards and approval is contingent upon execution of a Wireless
Telecommunications Tower/Antenna Agreement.

The applicable standards for a WTF are listed below. Staff comments are italicized.

1) Siting. Antennas located on or attached to existing structures are regulated by the provisions
of the zoning district for each parcel. New towers shall only be located on parcels that fall
within the Telecommunications Overlay District. New towers are not permitted in public
rights-of-way. The existing 200-foot water tower is located in the R-1 District and the TOD-
2 Overlay District. The tower conforms to the District regulations.

2) Color, Camouflage and Architecture. All WTFs shall be camouflaged and use architectural
design, materials, colors, textures, screening, and landscaping to blend in with the
surrounding natural setting and built environment. If a WTF is proposed on any part of a
building or structure, it must blend with the building or structure’s design, architecture and
color, including exterior finish. Staff recommends a condition that the antennas match the
exterior finish of the existing tower. The site lease will also include this provision.




Verizon Wireless LLC
Wireless Telecommunications Facility Permit, 5880 Lexington Avenue
Page 2

3)

4

)

6)

7)

Landscaping. WTFs shall be landscaped with a buffer of plant materials as determined
appropriate for the site by the City. Existing mature trees and other vegetation at the site
shall be preserved to the maximum extent possible. Staff recommends use of Black Hills
Spruce to provide screening for the equipment shelter when viewed from Lexington Ave. Staff
reviewed options for landscape screening for views from the north, however underground
utilities and operational constraints limit use of plantings within this viewshed.

Signs. The use of any portion of a WTF for signs or advertising other than warning or
equipment information signs is prohibited. Small signs will be displayed on the two shelter
doors that face Lexington Ave. These will display required warnings.

Lighting. Wireless telecommunication antennas or towers shall not be illuminated by
artificial means and shall not display strobe lights unless such lighting is specifically required
by the Federal Aviation Administration or other federal or state authority. ~When
incorporated into the approved design of the WTF, light fixtures used to illuminate ball
fields, parking lots or similar areas may be attached to the tower. No new lights are
proposed.

Setbacks. WTFs shall comply with the principal structure setbacks of the underlying zoning
district and the following additional standards:

a) WTFs shall not encroach upon any easements unless permission is obtained from the
underlying property owner and holder of the easement. No encroachments are proposed.

b) WTFs shall not be located between a principal structure and a public street. The
equipment structure is located within the existing fenced area of the water fower, between
the principal structure, the water tower, and the street. See the discussion immediately
below.

c) The required setbacks may be reduced or the location in relation to a public street
modified, at the sole discretion of the City, when the WTF is integrated into an existing
or proposed structure such as a building, light or utility pole. The shelter location was
based on criteria of Public Works staff and is intended to provide access to Verizon
whenever needed, while minimizing any operational impacts to the City. The three
existing wireless tenants at this site use outdoor cabinets on a metal platform, while
Verizon employs equipment cabinets that must be protected from the elements. Landscape
screening will reduce the visual impact of the equipment shelter from Lexington Avenue.

Height.

a) Antennas located on an existing structure taller than the limit established by the
Telecommunication Overlay District may extend up to 5 feet above the height of the
structure. The proposed antenna array will be located at the 140-foot level on the 200-
foot water tower.




Verizon Wireless LLC
Wireless Telecommunications Facility Permit, 5880 Lexington Avenue
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8) Safety/Environmental Standards.

a) Unauthorized Climbing. WTFs shall be designed to discourage unauthorized climbing.
The existing tower is enclosed with a 7-foot chain link fence.

b) Noise. If the proposed WTF includes a back-up generator or otherwise results in
significant increased sound levels, sound buffers may be required including, but not
limited to, baffling, barriers, enclosures, walls, and plantings. The generator is located
within the shelter and muffled to reduce noise when it operates. The generator must
operate in compliance with the noise limitations specified in City Code, and will be used
only during power outages and for routine testing on a weekly basis. Staff suggest a
condition that testing occur between 4 and 6 PM, Monday — Friday, coinciding with peak
afternoon traffic when generator noise will be less noticeable.

¢) Radio Frequency (RF) Emissions and Interference. WTFs must comply with Federal
Communication Commission standards for RF emissions and interference. As nofed
above, Verizon Wireless LLC is licensed and regulated by the FCC. The height of the
antennas exceeds the height specified by the FCC for ‘Categorical Exclusion’, facilities
that are unlikely to cause RF emissions exposures in excess of FCC guidelines. Staff
recommends a condition of approval requiring Verizon to notify the City as soon as the
wireless facility is operational. The City, through its RF consultant, will test RF
emissions at the site to verify compliance with FCC RF emissions guidelines.

9) Maintenance. All commercial towers or WTFs shall at all times be kept and maintained in
good condition, order, and repair so that the same shall not menace or endanger the life or
property of any person. Site maintenance is required as one of the terms of the ground lease.

10) Occupational Safety. WTFs shall comply with applicable State of Minnesota and Federal
regulations for occupational exposure to non-ionizing radiation. Staff’ recommends a
condition requiring display of notices that identify radiation potential for employees working
on the site.

11) Collocation Requirements. Except as herein and after provided, WTFs within the City shall
comply with the following collocation requirements: This is a collocation, and so complies
with these provisions.

12) Equipment Enclosures. Equipment enclosures accessory to a commercial antenna or WTF
shall comply with the following standards:

a) Equipment enclosures shall be of the smallest size necessary. The proposed equipment
shelter is standard size for Verizon Wireless LLC equipment.

b) To the extent possible, equipment enclosures shall be located where existing trees,
structures, and/or other site features screen them from view. The equipment structures
will be screened from view by landscaping.
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¢) All equipment enclosures shall be screened from view by suitable vegetation, except
where non-vegetative screening (e.g., a decorative wall) better reflects and complements
the character of the neighborhood. Landscape screening will be used for this facility.

Public Comments

Mailed notice was sent to property owners within 350 feet of the subject property. One
comment notes that generators used during previous installations were noisy, and that there is not
screening when viewed from the houses on the north side of the tower.

A telephone caller expressed concern with RF emissions. Staff notes that the FCC regulates RF
emissions and frequency interference. In 2011, after the Clearwire facility here was operational,
this site was tested for RF emissions by the City. The test, conducted by OWL Engineering,
determined that emissions were well below the emission limits specified in the FCC guidelines.
A condition of approval is recommended requiring another emissions test to verify compliance
with FCC emissions guidelines once the Verizon facility is operational.

Public Works Review

The proposal has been reviewed by the Director of Public Works has recommended the proposal
for approval.

The proposed ground lease area will not reduce space used for maintenance activities and will
not cause any operational problems.

Consultant Review

OWL Engineering and EMC Test Labs, the City’s RF consultant, performed an interference
study and reviewed RF emissions. The radio frequencies employed by Verizon are not expected
to interfere with those used by the existing wireless tenants, the City radio used to monitor water
system operations, or the frequencies used by public service agencies that may pass by near the
water tower. RF emissions comply with the FCC categorically excluded class of antennas, that
is the height and power of the antennas indicates that they will not generate emissions that are
harmful to those nearby on the ground.

Engineering Review
SEH, Inc, the City’s engineering consultant, has reviewed the proposed plans and determined

that the installation will not interfere with the use of the water tower from a structural or
operational perspective.
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Staff Recommendation

The application has been reviewed in accordance with the Development Code. Staff finds that
the proposal complies with the standards specified for WTF and recommends that the Planning
Commission recommend approval to the City Council, subject to the following conditions:

1. The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted as part of the
Wireless Telecommunications Facility Permit application. Any significant changes to
these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require review and approval by the
Planning Commission. '

2. This approval will expire after one year if a building permit has not been issued and work
has not begun on the project.

3. This approval is contingent upon the City Council authorizing the lease with Verizon
Wireless LLC, including the 20 by 40 foot equipment site and an easement for ingress
and egress.

4. A landscape plan shall be submitted for approval by the City Planner. The landscaping
shall be planted to provide visual screening of the equipment structure from Lexington
Avenue.

5. The site is subject to confirmation that RF emissions conform to FCC requirements.
Verizon shall notify the City when the system is installed, prior to operation. A City
selected RF engineer shall be provided access to the site to test RF emissions.

6. A permanent emergency power generator may be installed within the equipment shelter.
The emergency power generator shall be used for emergency power only, except the
times it is being run for routine maintenance, which shall not exceed thirty (30) minutes
once a week between the hours of 4:00PM and 6:00PM CST, Monday through Friday,
holidays excluded. The operation of the emergency generator shall comply with City
regulations pertaining to Noise (Section 209.020 of the Municipal Code).

7. The applicant shall enter into a Wireless Telecommunications Tower/Antenna Agreement
with the City, as required.

T:/2013 pet//2502-13-29 verizon 5880 lexington pc report.doc
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(1) 1/2" HOLE PORT BOOT
FOR GPS COAX

COAX ENTRY DETAIL (VIEW FROM INSIDE)

SCALE: NONE
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ANDREW JUMPER  MODEL
#LDF4-50A (MAX. LENGTH OF 157)

ERICSSON RRUS 12

COMMSCOPE FIBER FEED TAL
(MAC LENGTH OF 15)
COMMSCOPE SECTOR BOX -

COMMSCOPE FIBER FEED —— |

(MAX. LENGTH OF 157)

COMMSCOPE 2 RRU TRUNK CABLE/

COMMSCOPE TOP DISTRIBUTION BOX
(ON TOWER)

COMMSCOPE 6 RRU TRUNK CABLE\

COMMSCOPE BOTTOM DISTRIBUTION BOX

OVPs MODEL #RxxDC-3315-PF-48
(INSIDE EXISTING SHELTER)

OVERALL STRUCTURE HEIGHT
1108.4° AMSL / 202.4° AGL

===

TOP_OF TOWER HEIGHT
1104.0" AMSL / 198.0" AGL
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NOTE:

OVERALL LENGTH OF POWER CABLES NOT
TO EXCEED 367° FROM POWER SUPPLY
TO REMOTE RADIO UNIT

COMMSCOPE_| BXA-70063-8CF—2_|CDNA +45 [ ANDREW | AVA7—50 | FOAM_[1- 5/8 250 |
320 1.2 TX/RXT | — - 2ND_PORT OE 45| - | - [ - | - - 1 MAIN ANDREW | AVAS—50 FOAM 7/8" | 230
320 | 21 | T/RX0 | 1 | ANTEL WBXOB5X17M050 _ [EVDO +45| 547" | 1424 | 140 | O v 1| DIPLEX | COMMSCOPE_|£15S09P49| DIPLEXED W/ 850
e 320" 2.2 ™X/RX1 | - - 2ND PORT AWS -45 - = - - - 1 RRU ERICCSON (1) COMMSCOPE HFT412-2529-9
secTor |.320 | 31 | ™X/RX0 | 1 ANTEL WBXOB5X17MO50 | AWS +45| 547" | 142.4' | 140' | © o FIBER FEED TAL FROM MAIN DIST. BOX TO RRU
320 | 32 | ™/RK | - - 2ND_PORT B0 45| - | - | - - - — | DIPLEX | COMMSCOPE_|E15509P49]  DIPLEXED W/ 850
320 | 41 | TX/RXO | 1 | COMMSCOPE | BXA-70063-8CF—2 | LTE +45 | 964" | 144 | 140 | 2 v 1| MAN | ANDREW | AVA5—50 | FoAM | 7/8° | 230°
320 | 42 | W/RX1 | - - 2ND_PORT COMA —45] - - = [ WAN | ANOREW | AW-50 | FoAv [1-5/8] 230
: 1| COMMSCOPE | BXA-70063-BCF—2_|CDMA +45 140 | 7 T_| MAN | ANDREW | AVA7_50 | FOAM_|1-5/8° | 230°
80 | 12 | m/RKI | - - 2ND_PORT OE 4] - | - | - [ - - 1 | MAN | ANDREW | AVA5-50 | FoAM | 7/8° | 230°
o B 2T TR T aTE WBXOB5X17M050 _ [EVDO +45| 547" | 142.4 | 180 | © v 1| DIPLEX | COMMSCOPE_|£15500P49| DIPLEXED W/ 850
80 2.2 TX/RX1 — - 2ND PORT AWS -45 - - ~ - = (1) COMMSCOPE HFT412-2528-9
SECTOR ™3 134 | /R0 | 1| AWEL WEXO6SKI7MOS0 | AWS +45| 547" [ 1424 | 140 | 0 | © | FRU | ERCOON | rmes remm al rrou e ot 80X To ey
80 | 32 | ™/RKI | - - 2ND_PORT o0 4] - | - | - = = — | DIPLEX | COMMSCOPE_| E15500P49 | _DIPLEXED W/ 850
80 | 41 | TX/RXO | 1 | COMMSCOPE | BXA—70063-8CF—2 | LTE +45 ] 964" | 144 | 140 | 7 T 1_| MAN | ANDREW | AVAS—50 | FOAM | 7/8 | 230°
B0 TX/RX1 | = Z 2ND_PORT COMA —45 - - 1_| WAN | ANDREW | AVA7—50 | FOAM__|1-5/8" | 230'
200 . 1 | COMMSCOPE | BXA-70063-BCF~2 |CDMA +45] 96.4" | 144’ | 140’ 1 MAIN ANDREW AVA7-50 | FOAM_ [1-5/8"[ 230'
200 | 12 | ™/RXT | = - 2ND_PORT oE-45] - | - | - = T_| MAN | ANDREW | AVAS—50 | FoAM | 7/8" | 230°
200 | 21 | /RXO | 1| ANTEL WBX065X17M050 __|EVDO +45| 547" | 1424 | 140 | 0O 0 1| DIPLEX | COMMSCOPE_|E15509P43 | DIPLEXED W/ 850
'z 200° 2.2 TX/RX1 | — = 2ND PORT AWS —45 - - - - (1) COMMSCOPE HFT412-2528-9
' 0
SECTOR ™00 | 3.1 | TX/RX0 | 1 | ANTEL WBXOB5X17M050 | AWS +45 | 547" | 1424 | 140 | © v ' | FRU | ERICCSON | reck fEmD AL FROM MAN DIST. 80X TO RRY
200 | 32 | W/RXT | - - 2ND_PORT oo 45| - | - | - - - 1| DIPLEX | COMMSCOPE | £15509P49 | _DIPLEXED W/ 850
200" |41 | TX/RXO | 1 | COMMSCOPE | BXA—70063-8CF—2 | LTE +45 | 964" | 14¢ | 140 | 2 1 T _| MAN | ANDREW | AVA5-50 | FOAM | 7/8" | 230
200 | 42 | W/RX1 | - — 2ND_PORT CowA 45| - | - | - - - T_| MAN | ANDREW | AVA7-50 | FOAM__[1-5/8" | 230’
(2) COMMSCOPE MAIN DISTRIBUTION BOXES RXXDC~3315-PF—48 (1 IN SHELTER, 1 AT "Z" SECTOR) 28 JJUMPER| ANDREW | LDF5-50 | FOAM | 1/2° |30'-40
(2) COMMSCOPE SECTOR DISTRIBUTION BOXES RXXDC—1064~PF—48 (1 AT "X" SECTOR, 1 AT "¥" SECTOR) COAX KEY
FROM SHELTER BOX TO MAN DIST. BOX (TOP) AT "Z" SECTOR USE HYBRID CABLE HFT1206-24526-220
FROM MAIN DIST. BOX (TOP) TO SECTOR BOX AT "X” SECTOR USE HYBRID CABLE HFT406-8525-40 SCALE: NONE
FROM MAN DIST. BOX (TOP) TO SECTOR BOX AT Y SECTOR USE HYBRID CABLE HFT406-8525-40
ANTENNA KEY
SCALE: NONE ANTENNA TIP_HEIGHT
1050.0° AMSL / 144.0° AGL
ANTENNA TIP_HEIGHT
1048.4 AMSL / 142.0° AGL
ANTENNA CENTERLINE_ HEIGHT
1046.0° AMSL / 140.0° AGL
1042.0° AMSL / 136.0° AGL
AWS ANTENNA

(SEE STRUCTURAL)
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AWS ONE-LINE DIAGRAM
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CORSULTING COMMURICATIONS ENGINEERS - EMC TEST LABORATOREES

5844 Hamline Avenue Navth, Shoreview, VN 55128
651-784-7445 « Fax 651-784-7541

November 6, 2013

City of Shoreview

Mr. Robert Warwick
Senior Planner

4600 Victoria St. N
Shoreview, MN 55126

Reference: Shoreview North Water Tower Updated Interference Study
Dear Mr. Warwick:

| have completed the intermodulation (interference) study for the proposed modification
to the Verizon communications system on the North Water Tower at 5880 Lexington
Ave. in Shoreview. This study is an update of the previous one that was performed with
the addition of the Clearwire Wireless system. In the case where existing tenants’
channels were available they were used. Because of the large amount of potential
frequencies available with some of the technologies already on the tower a random
subset of each of these types of technologies was selected for the analysis. | also
considered the microwave systems that operate in the 18 & 23 GHz bands using highly
directive dish antennas. Additionally, | included any city frequencies used by Public
Works and Public Safety even though they were not installed on the water tower. This
was so if a mobile unit passed nearby or if they were mounted in the future, protection
was considered. The existing users on the tower that were examined were Sprint, T-
Mobile, Clearwire and Verizon.

The study shows that there are no predicted (low order) interference intermodulation
products generated from combinations of existing and proposed channels at this site.
When the proposed communications facility is constructed, antenna separation,
antenna pattern directionality properties and equipment filtering will further reduce the
potential of intermodulation induced interference. This analysis is a mathematical study
and will not account for interference mitigation that will occur due to the differences in
technologies and equipment configurations and filtering. This study assumes a worst-
case scenario using as many as five transmitters operating simultaneously (which is a
rare occurrence).




CONSULTING COMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERS - EMC TEST LABDBATORIES

5844 Bamline Avenue Nerth, Shoreview, NN 55128
651-784-T445 = Fax 651-764-7541

In summary, the use of good engineering and installation practices should mitigate any
interference to any existing communications systems on the tower and it is my opinion
that the Verizon proposed modifications should not cause any harmful interference
problems on the tower to any of the existing communications systems.

If you have any questions in this matter please contact me.

Sincerely,

Garrett G. Lysiak, P.E.




12/2113 Shoreviewmn.gov Mail - Request for Comment - Verizon Wireless Antenna

Request for Comment - Verizon Wireless Antenna

Tom Skwarek <trskwarek@comcast.net> Thu, Nov 28, 2013 at 6:49 PM
To: rwarwick@shoreviewmn.gov

Mr. Warwick,
My name is Tom Skwarek, and I live at 1224 Woodcrest Ave.

| have received the Request for Comment and would like to offer the following comments regarding
the Verizon Wireless antennas to be located on the north Shoreview water tower.

1. Please do not use power generators during the construction and installation of the antennas. In
the past power generators were used creating a large noise profile while they constructed the
equipment cage and placed the antennas.

2. There has been an insufficient amount of landscaping around the ground structures, leaving an
eyesore of equipment to look at. With the adjacent property about to be developed, more neighbors
will have to look at the equipment cages without any landscaping, shrubs, evergreens to hide the
equipment. | believe in the past, some evergreens were placed on the Lexington side of the
equipment and were not properly watered and subsequently either died or have shriveled in size.

Regards,

Tom Skwarek
1224 Woodcrest Ave

https:/mail.google.com/mail w0/ ?ui= 2&ik=d173fB52b7&view=pt&search=inbox&ms g=142a155d67525409
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PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COMMISSIONMEMBER

SECONDED BY COMMISSIONMEMBER

To recommend to the City Council approval of the Wireless Telecommunications Facility Permit
application for Verizon Wireless LLC to collocate antenna on the existing City-owned water
tower located at 5880 Lexington Avenue, and to install an equipment shelter within a 20 by 40
leased area, subject to the following conditions:

1.

The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted as part of the
Wireless Telecommunications Facility Permit application. Any significant changes to
these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require review and approval by the
Planning Commission.

This approval will expire after one year if a building permit has not been issued and work
has not begun on the project.

This approval is contingent upon the City Council authorizing the lease with Verizon
Wireless LLC, including the 20 by 40 foot equipment site and an easement for ingress
and egress.

A landscape plan shall be submitted for approval by the City Planner. The landscaping
shall be planted to provide visual screening of the equipment structure from Lexington
Avenue.

The site is subject to confirmation that RF emissions conform to FCC requirements.
Verizon shall notify the City when the system is installed, prior to operation. A City
selected RF engineer shall be provided access to the site to test RF emissions.

A permanent emergency power generator may be installed within the equipment shelter.
The emergency power generator shall be used for emergency power only, except the
times it is being run for routine maintenance, which shall not exceed thirty (30) minutes
once a week between the hours of 4:00PM and 6:00PM CST, Monday through Friday, -
holidays excluded. The operation of the emergency generator shall comply with City
regulations pertaining to Noise (Section 209.020 of the Municipal Code).

The applicant shall enter into a Wireless Telecommunications Tower/Antenna Agreement
with the City, as required.




Verizon Wireless LLC
Wireless Telecommunications Facility Permit, 5880 Lexington Avenue
Page 2

Approval is based on the following findings of fact:

1. The site is located in the TOD-2 where wireless telecommunications facilities collocated
on an existing tower is a permitted use.

2. The proposal complies with the adopted City standards for Wireless Telecommunications
Facilities, as specified in Section 207.040 of the Municipal Code.

VOTE: AYE
NAY

Regular Planning Commission Meeting, December 10, 2013




TO: Planning Commission

FROM: Kathleen Castle, City Planner

DATE: December 5, 2013

RE: File No. 2511-13-38, City of Shoreview - Text Amendment, Section 211.070 —
Housing Code

Introduction

The City is proposing to amend the Section 211.070, Housing Code to address the maintenance
of common areas located within multi-family residential complexes. This past year, the City has
become aware of maintenance issues located within the common area of some multi-family
residential complexes within the community. Review of the City’s Housing Code found that the
regulations did not address the maintenance of interior common areas and only addressed the
individual dwelling units. The intent of the proposed text amendment is to establish minimum
maintenance standards for the common areas in order to prevent conditions that may impact the
health and safety of occupants and preserve the quality of multi-family buildings.

Proposed Text Amendment

The proposed amendment adds the terms “structure” and “common areas” to Section 211.050
(D), Interior of Structures, so the regulations identified in this section apply to these areas in
multi-family residential structures. As the ordinance is currently written, these regulations apply
only to the interior of dwelling units. In addition, language has been added to address common
waste disposal facilities and elevators.

Public Comment

Notice of the public hearing was published in the City’s legal newspaper November 27, 2013.
Mailed notice was also sent to the multi-family residential communities in the City, including
condominium buildings where interior common areas are present. One telephone call was
received from a property manager who had no concerns about the proposed ordinance but did
seek further information on carbon monoxide detectors.

With respect to the regulations pertaining to elevators, the Staff did discuss the proposed changes
with Staff from the State Department of Labor and Industry, which enforces elevator regulations.
Changes were made in accordance with their comments.

Recommendation

The proposed text changes establish minimum maintenance standards for the interior common
areas in multi-family residential structures. Concerns regarding the interior condition of
common areas in complexes have been raised by residents. These maintenance issues are also of
concern due to the age of some of these complexes. The City’s Housing and Code Enforcement
Officer will review these items each year with the inspection of the dwelling units. Staff is
recommending the Commission forward a recommendation of approval to the City Council.













PROPOSED MOTION

MOVED BY COMMISSION MEMBER

SECONDED BY COMMISSION MEMBER

To recommend the City Council approve the amendment to Section 211.070, Housing Code to
address the maintenance of common areas located within multi-family residential complexes.

VOTE:
AYES:
NAYS:

Regular Planning Commission Meeting — December 10, 2013

T:\2013 Planning Case Files\2511-13-38ShoreviewTextAmendment\pcmotion
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